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The following evidence is submitted herewith to prove that the Notice of Abandonment was 
issued erroneously: 



1. A copy of pages 1 and 17 of the Decision on Appeal dated February 21, 2008, 
which indicates that the Applicant has the option to re-open prosecution by 
submitting, within 2 months, "an appropriate amendment of the claims so rejected 
or new evidence relating to the claims so rejected, or both, and have the matter 
reconsidered by the examiner, in which event the proceeding will be remanded to 
the examiner", 

2. A copy of the Amendment as filed through the Electronic Filing System on April 
21, 2008 including the acknowledgement receipt dated the same day. 



This evidence proves that Applicant filed an appropriate amendment of the claims within the 2 
months from the date of the Decision on Appeal. Accordingly, based on the Decision on Appeal, 
prosecution should have been reopened. Based on the evidence submitted herewith, Applicant 
requests that prosecution be reopened, and the Amendment submitted on April 21, 2008 be 
entered. 
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Representatives for Applicant 
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2 37 C.F.R. §4 1.50(b) 

3 37 C.F.R. § 41.50(b) provides that, "[a] new ground of rejection 
4pursuant to this paragraph shall not be considered final for judicial review." 
5 37 C.F.R. § 41.50(b) also provides that the Appellants, WITHIN TWO 
6MONTHS FROM THE DATE OF THE DECISION, must exercise one of the 
7following two options with respect to the new grounds of rejection to avoid 
Btermination of proceedings (37 C.F.R. § L197 (b) as to the rejected claims): 

9 (1) Reopen prosecution. Submit an appropriate amendment of the 

1 0 claims so rejected or new evidence relating to the claims so rejected, 

1 1 or both, and have the matter reconsidered by the examiner, in which 

12 event the proceeding will be remanded to the examiner . . . 

13 

14 (2) Request rehearing. Request that the proceeding be reheard under 

15 37 C.F.R. § 4 1 .52 by the Board upon the same record . . . 
16 

17 VIT1. CONCLUSIONS 

1 8 We conclude that Appellants have not shown that the Examiner erred 
19in rejecting the claims. 

20 Thus, claims 1-42 are not patentable. 

21 However, since we have entered a new ground of rejection against 
22claims 35-42, our decision is not a final agency action. 

23 
24 
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Brief Summary of Selected Substantive Portions of this Response 

[0001] Amendments are presented herein that address the new § 101 rejections raised 
by the Board of Appeals. Amendments are also presented here based on the reasoning 
provided by the Board of Appeals for affirming the Examiner's § 102 rejections of claims 1- 
42. 

[0002] This brief summary is not intended to represent the Applicant's full 
response to the Action. Rather, it is merely a brief summary of selected substantive 
portions of the response herein. 
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CLAIM AMENDMENTS 



Claim Amendment Summary 
Claims pending 

• Before this Amendment: Claims 1-42, 

• After this Amendment: Claims 1-42 
Non-Elected, Canceled, or Withdrawn claims: None 
Amended claims: 1-5, 7-14, 16, 18-22, 24-26, 28, 30, and 32-42 
New claims; None 

Claims; 

1. (Currently Amended) A method, comprising: 

receiving at a centralized alert center, a user-submitted indication of an alert 
source from which a user desires to receive alerts, wherein: 

the centralized alert center is not directly associated with the alert source: 

and 

the alert source is configured to enable users to subscribe directly to the 
alert source: 

subscribing, by the centralized alert center, on behalf of the user, to the alert 
source, such mat alerts for the user are sent by the alert source to the centralized alert 
center rather than to the user: 



Serial No.: 09/887,413 

ALty Docket Na: MSI -0752U5 -4- lee@haVeS The Bus 

Alty/Agent: Kaylo D, Brant ^* 



receiving at the centralized alert center, on behalf of the user, an alert for a-the 
user , and on behalf of the user. from^He^fHrnri^fe-ak ^ lrs eHre - e s the alert source ; 

mapping the alert that was received to a delivery mode; and 

based on the ma pp ing, forwarding the same alert that was received tonsffatfeg 
the-a - l ert-to the user according to the delivery mode. 

2. (Currently Amended) The method as recited in claim 1. wherein mapping 
the alert that was received to a delivery mode faether-comprises mapping the alert 
according to the alert source-e-P-th c alert . 

3. (Currently Amended) The method as recited in claim 1 , wherein mapping 
the alert that was received to the delivery mode fer-ther-comprises mapping the alert 
according to content of the alerl^m-ent. 

4. (Currently Amended) The method as recited in claim 1, wherein the 
delivery mode specifies a delivery method used to deliver- forward t he same alert that was 
received to the user, and wherein the^tFaH^ttmiH^Fthe^ forwarding the same alert that 
was received to the user according to the delivery mode comprises transmitting the same 
alert that was received t o the user via the delivery method indicated in the delivery mode. 
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5. (Currently Amended) The method as recited in claim 1, wherein the 
deliver}' mode specifies a deliver)' action that indicates a delivery method to be used to 
deti^r -forward the same alert that was received and whether an acknowledgement to the 
alert should be expected, and the method further comprises waiting for an 
acknowledgement to the alert if the delivery mode indicates that an acknowledgement to 
the alert should be expected. 

6. (Original) The method as recited in claim 5, wherein the delivery action 
specifies a time period to wait for an acknowledgement if an acknowledgement to the 
alert is expected, and wherein the waiting further comprises waiting the specified time 
period for an acknowledgement to the alert. 

7. (Currently Amended) The method as recited in claim 1, wherein: 

the deliver}' mode fefther-specifies a first delivery method used to del-ivef -forwai-d 
the same aler t that was received ; 

the delivery mode fethep-specifies a second delivery method used to deliver 
forward the same alert that as received ; 

the second delivery method is different than the first delivery method; and 

forwarding the same alert that was received fe ^4raas mitting fe f&ef-cornprisp.s 
transmitting the same alert that was received to the user via the first delivery method and 
the second delivery method as indicated by the delivery mode. 
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8. (Currently Amended) The method as recited in claim 1, wherein the 
mapping the aiert that was received to a delivery mode - tokepcomprises: 

defining one or more categories of alerts; 
assigning a delivery mode to each category; and 

categorizing the alert, thereby mapping the alert to the delivery mode of the 
category. 

9. (Currently Amended) The method as recited in claim 8, wherein mappin g 
the alert that was received to a delivery mode further comprising assigning a priority to 
each category, and wherein tke-assigning a delivery mode to each category fe i4feer 
comprises assigning a delivery mode to a category based on the priority assigned to the 
category. 
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10. (Currently Amended) The method as recited in claim 1, wherein: 
mapping the alert that was received to the delivery mode farther comprises: 

mapping the alert that was received t o a primary delivery block specifying a 
first delivery action that specifies a first delivery method , and a secondary delivery 
block specifying a second delivery action that specifies a second delivery method, 
wherein the second delivery method is not the same as the first delivery method : 
and 

tra nsmitting forwarding the alert that was received to the user according to the 
delivery mode forther-comprises: 

transmitting the alert that was received to the user according to the first 
delivery action;4i«d 

if transmitting the alert that was received to the user according to the first 
delivery action is successful, preventing the alert that was received from being 
transmitted to the user according to the second delivery action; and 

if transmitting the alert that was received to the user according to the first 
delivery action is unsuccessful transmitting the alert that was received t o the user 
according to the second delivery action if transm i tting the alert-to the u ser 
aeee r - ding to the first dcIi\ ^ y - a6tiO H4fHtfflstteeess-ful . 
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II. (Currently Amended) The method as recited in claim 10, wherein the 
first and second delivery actions each further specify HKfea to a delivery metha d-^-bp 
tKed4€Hdi^s^e^i5¥^arH^-whether an acknowledgement to the alert should be expected, 
and the method further comprises: 

waiting for an acknowledgement to the transmission of the alert according to the 
first delivery action if the first delivery action - indicates specifies t hat an 
acknowledgement to the alert should be expected; and 

waiting for an acknowledgement to the transmission of the alert according to the 
second delivery action if the second delivery action ■ in dicates— specifies m at an 
acknowledgement to the alert should be expected, provided the alert is transmitted 
according to the secondary delivery action. 
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12. (Currently Amended) The method as recited in claim 10, wherein: 

the first delivery action further specifies a ind icate ; ; finit an <^eee^thjrd^delivery 

ffifrfhet fe method, wherein the third delivery method is not the same as the first delivery 

method ; and 

if transmitting the alert that was received to the user according to the first delivery 
action is unsuccessful, transmitting the alert that was received to the user according to the 
second delivery action comprises determining that transmitting the alert that was received 
to the user according to the first delivery action is unsuccessful i j^rammit^B^the-afert 
te-fee-ns cr according to the s econd delivery o etteB^iFti»pgem priacp transmi ttin g the alert 
£e-#ic user ac co i^^Mte^e^nd^&li^^^^i^if either the first delivery method or 
the seeead-third delivery method indicated in the first delivery action fails to result in 
transmission of the alert that was received t o the user. 
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13, (Currently Amended) The method as recited in claim 10, wherein: 

each of the first and second delivery actions further-etw^ri^^rjecifies: 
a^eMwry-me tliod to be ii sed4e^eUwrthe-al^fe 
whether an acknowledgement to the alert should be expected; and 
a time period to wait for an acknowledgement if an acknowledgement to 

the alert is -should be expected; and 

the method further comprises: 

waiting for an acknowledgement to the transmission of the alert according 

to the fist delivery action if the first delivery action indicates that an 

acknowledgement to the alert is expected; and 

waiting for an acknowledgement to the transmission of the alert according 

to the second delivery action if the second delivery action indicates that an 

acknowledgement to the alert is expected, provided that the alert was transmitted 

according to the secondary delivery action. 
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14. (Currently Amended) The method as recited in claim 10, wherein the 
primary delivery block and the secondary delivery block each specify a first delivery 
action that indicates a first delivery method to be used to deliver the alert and whether an 
acknowledgement to the alert should be expected, and a second delivery action that 
indicates a second delivery method , which is different than the first delivery method, to 
be used to deliver the alert and whether an acknowledgement to the alert should be 
expected, the method further comprising: 

waiting for an acknowledgement to the transmission of the alert according to each 
delivery action of the primary delivery block that indicates that an acknowledgement to 
the alert should be expected; and 

waiting for an acknowledgement to the transmission of die alert according to each 
delivery action of the secondary delivery block that indicates that an acknowledgement to 
the alert should be expected, provided the alert is transmitted according to the delivery 
actions of the secondary delivery block. 

15. (Original) The method as recited in claim 14, wherein each delivery action 
that indicates to wait for an acknowledgement specifies a time period to wait for an 
acknowledgement, and wherein waiting for an acknowledgement further comprises 
waiting the specified time period for an acknowledgement. 
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16. {Currently Amended) A centralized alert delivery system, comprising: 

an input/output (I/O) module configured to receive alerts from multiple alert 
sources , wherein: 

each of the multiple alert sources is configured to enable users to subscribe 
to receive alerts directly from the alert source; and 

the centralized alert delivery system is configured as an intermediary that 
enables a user to direct the centralized alert delivery system to subscribe to receive 
alerts directly f rom the multiple alert sources on behalf of the user, thereby 
enabling the us er to receive alerts from the alert source without providing any user 
contact information to the alert source: 

a mapping module configured to map an alert received on behalf of a user from 
one of the multiple alert sources to a delivery mode; and 

a communications layer that interfaces to one or more communications modules, 
the communications layer being configured to receive the mapped alert and deliver the 
alert to the user via a communications module according to the delivery mode associated 
with the alert. 

17. (Original) The centralized alert delivery system as recited in claim 16, 
wherein the mapping module is further configured to map the alert according to the 
source of the alert. 
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18. (Currently Amended) The centralized alert delivery system as recited in 
claim 16, wherein the alert farther comprises content, and wherein the mapping module is 
further configured to map the alert according to the content of the alert. 

19. (Currently Amended) The centralized alert delivery system as recited in 
claim 16, wherein the delivery mode specifies a delivery action that indicates a delivery 
method by which an alert asseeiated-^ith- niapped to the delivery mode is transmitted. 

20. (Currently Amended) The centralized alert delivery system as recited in 
claim 19, wherein the delivery method is. chosen from on&-G-f-the-fel4ew4i^r- a group of 
delivery methods consisting of: e-mail, instant messaging, SMS (short message service) 
messaging. 
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21. (Currently Amended) The centralized alert delivery system as recited in 
claim 16, wherein the delivery mode fcftep-comprises one or more delivery blocks, each 
delivery block tftefediag^- specifVmg one or more delivery actions, each delivery action 
specifying: 

a delivery method by which an alert associated with the delivery mode is 
t ransntt tt-ed delivered ; 

whether an acknowledgement to the alert is expected; and 

if an acknowledgement to the alert is expected, a time to wait for the 
acknowledgement. 

22. (Currently Amended) The centralized alert delivery system as recited in 
claim 16, wherein the delivery mode farther-comprises one or more delivery blocks, each 
delivery block including specifying one or more delivery actions, each delivery action 
specifying a delivery method by which the associated alert is tFafismitteet- delivered and 
whether an acknowledgement to the transmitted alert is expected. 

23. (Original) The centralized alert delivery system as recited in claim 22, 
wherein each delivery action that indicates an acknowledgement is expected further 
specifies a time to wait for the acknowledgement. 
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24. (Currently Amended) The centralized alert delivery system as recited in 
claim 16, wherein: 

the delivery mode fethet^comprises a primary delivery block and a secondary 
delivery block; and 

the communications layer is further configured-ten to: 

deliver the alert to the user via the one or more communications modules 
according to a delivery method specified in the primary delivery block: 

-anaVif delivery according to the primary delivery block fails, te-deliver the 
alert according to a delivery method specified in the secondary delivery block : and 

if delivery according to the primary delivery block succeeds, preventing the 
alert from being delivered according to the delivery method specified in the 
secondary delivery block . 
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25. (Currently Amended) The centralized alert delivery system as recited in 
claim 16. wherein: 

the delivery mode fothe^comprises a primary delivery block that includes a first 
delivery action that specifies a first delivery method and a second delivery action that 
specifies a second delivery method , wherein the second delivery method is different than 
the first delivery method ; and 

the communications layer is further configured to deliver the alert via the one or 
more communications modules according to the first delivery method specified in the 
first delivery action and according to the second delivery method specified in the second 
delivery action. 
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26. (Currently Amended) The centralized alert delivery system as recited in 
claim 25, wherein: 

the delivery mode further comprises a secondary deliver;' block; and 
the communications layer is further configured io-etelwepr-: 

deliver the alert via the one or more communications modules according to 
a delivery method specified in the secondary delivery block if the delivery of the 
alert according to either the first delivery action or the second delivery action in 
the primary delivery block fails ; and 

prevent delivery of the alert via the one or more communications modules 
according to a delivery method specified in the secondary delivery block if the 
delivery of the alert according to the primary delivery block succeeds . 

27. (Previously presented) The centralized alert delivery system as recited in 
claim 16, further comprising; 

a categories module that identifies categories into which an alert may be 
categorized, wherein each category has an associated delivery mode; and 

the mapping module is furdier configured to categorize the alert into a category 
identified in the categories module thereby associating the alert with the delivery mode of 
the category. 
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28. (Currently Amended) A computer system, comprising: 
a processor; 

an I/O module; 
memory; and 

an alert center stored in the memory, the alert center including: 

a subscription layer configured to: 

receive a request from a user to subscribe to a particular alert source 

on behalf of the user, wherein the alert source is not directly affiliated with 

the alert center: 

subscribe to the particular alert source on behalf of the user: 
receive an alert from an -the alert source and assign a delivery mode 

to the alert; and 

a communications layer configured to transmit the same alert that was 
received to the user according to a delivery mode assigned to the alert. 

29. (Original) The computer system as recited in claim 28, wherein the alert 
center is further configured to monitor for an acknowledgement that the alert was 
successfully delivered. 
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30. (Currently Amended) The computer system as recited in claim 28, 
wherein the alert center is further configured to monitor for an acknowledgement that the 
alert was successfully delivered according to a first delivery method associated with the 
delivery mode and, if an acknowledgment is not received within a specified time period, 
assign a backup delivery method to the alert and attempt to deliver the alert according to 
the backup delivery method , wherein the backup delivery method is different than the 
first delivery method , 

31. (Original) The computer system as recited in claim 28, wherein: 

the delivery mode further comprises a primary delivery block having a first 
delivery action and a second delivery action; and 

the communications layer is further configured to transmit the alert according to 
the first delivery action and the second delivery action of the primary delivery block. 
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32. (Currently Amended) The computer system as recited in- elaim 3 1 - claim 
28, "wherein: 

the delivery mode further comprises a primary delivery block having a delivery 
action and a secondary delivery block having a delivery action; and 

the communications layer is further configured to transmit the alert according to 
the delivery action of the primary delivery block and, if delivery of the alert according to 
the primary delivery block fails, to transmit the alert according to the delivery action of 
the secondary delivery block. 

33. (Currently Amended) The computer system as recited in claim 31, 
wherein: 

&e-deliwRHK^eH-e£^ 



the first delivery action and the second delivery action further comprise a time to 
wait for an acknowledgement that the alert was received; and 

the communications layer is further configured to transmit the alert according to 
the delivery action of the secondary deliver)' block if an acknowledgement to the 
transmission of the alert according to the first delivery action or the second delivery 
action of the primary delivery block is not received wftk -within the time to wait identified 
by the first delivery action and the second delivery action, respectively. 



the p rimary de liv e ry block ■ fi a#HaH£6fflprig es a aocond d < 
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34. (Currently Amended) The computer system as recited in claim 28, 
wherein: 

the subscription layer j^-ieF-eeffipyises -coiriijrises : 

a categories module that includes one or more categories into which an alert 
may be categorized, each category having a delivery mode associated therewith; 
and 

th^ubseriptk m ■ -layer fuf feef-e^apmes-a mapping module configured to 
categorize an alert received from an alert source, thereby associating the delivery 
mode of the category with the alert. 

35. (Currently Amended) One or more eem^H-i te - i - read abl-e-compute r storage 
media containing computer-executable instructions that, when executed on a compute*, 
per-fo Hnlhc foll owing direct the computer to perform a method comprising : 

subscribing to an alert source on behalf of a user, wherein the alert source is 
configured to enable users to subscribe to receive alerts directly from the alert source: 

receivin g, on behalf of the user, an alert from-em-ef-a-jife rality of aier t-sGurees the 
alert source ; 

determining a delivery mode which specifies a delivery method by which the alert 
should be forwarded to a-the user; and 

transmitting the same alert that was received to the user according to the delivery 

mode. 
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36. (Currently Amended) The one or more eefflpatet^rea 
storage media as recited in claim 35, wherein ^^-determining a-psaf 
mode ftrthep-comprises: 

determining the alert source from which the alert originated; 
identifying a category associated with the alert source; and 
identifying a delivery mode associated with the category. 

37. (Currently Amended) The one or more eom^tite^-yeadafe^- com outer 
storage media as recited in claim 35, wherein (^transmitting the alert fete- accordine 
to the delivery mode comprises: 

identifying a delivery action associated with the delivery mode; and 
transmitting the alert according to the delivery action. 

38. (Currently Amended) The one or more eeffl^Hter-readaNe- computer 
storage media as recited in claim 35, wherein ^transmitting the alert fafto- according 
to the delivery mode compris es : 

identifying a first delivery action associated with the delivery mode; 
identifying a second delivery action associated with the delivery mode; and 
transmitting the alert according to the first delivery action and the second delivery 

action. 
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39. (Currently Amended) The one or more compute r readab le- computer 
storage media as recited in claim 35, wherein: 

the deliver}' mode fewher-comprises a primary delivery block that specifies one or 
more delivery actions, and a secondary delivery block that specifies one or more delivery 
actions; and 

the-transmitting the alert to the user according to the delivery mode fot-her 
comprises transmitting the alert to the user according to the delivery action of the primary 
delivery block and, if the transmission according to the delivery action of the primary 
delivery block fails, transmitting the alert to the user according to the delivery action of 
the secondary delivery block. 

40. (Currently Amended) The one or more eempHteF-i=eadabte- compul:er 
storage media as recited in claim 39 5 wherein: 

the primary delivery block comprises first and second delivery actions; and 
the transmission of the alert according to the primary delivery block is deemed to 
fail if the transmission of the alert according to the first or second delivery actions fails. 
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41. (Currently Amended) The one or more eempHteiH=ea^aye- computer 
storage media as recited in claim 39, wherein: 

the primary delivery block comprises first and second delivery actions; and 

the transmission of the alert according to the primary delivery block is deemed to 

fail if the transmission of the alert according to both the first and second delivery actions 

fails. 

42. (Currently Amended) The one or more eemptft-ef-yeadafel-e- computer 
storagejnedia as recited in claim 35 ; wherein the method further eempr-i&flgr comprises 
monitoring for an acknowledgement that the alert was successfully received by the user. 
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REMARKS 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of all of the claims 
of the application. Claims 1-42 are presently pending. Claims amended herein are: 1-5, 
7-14, 16, 18-22, 24-26, 28, 30, and 32-42. No claim are added, withdrawn, or cancelled 
herein. 

Formal Request for an Interview 

[0003] If the Examiner's reply to this communication is anything other than 
allowance of all pending claims, then I formally request an interview with the Examiner, 
I encourage the Examiner to call me— the undersigned representative for the Applicant— 
so that we can talk about this matter so as to resolve any outstanding issues quickly and 
efficiently over the phone. 

[0004] Please contact me to schedule a date and time for a telephone interview that 
is most convenient for both of us. While email works great for me : I welcome your call, 
as well. My contact information may be found on the last page of this response. 

Claim Amendments 

[0005] Without conceding the propriety of the rejections herein and in the interest of 
expediting prosecution, Applicant amends claims 1-5, 7-14, 16, 18-22, 24-26, 28, 30 ; and 
32-42 herein. Applicant amends claims to clarify claimed features. Such amendments 
are made to expedite prosecution and more quickly identify allowable subject matter. 
Such amendments are merely intended to clarify the claimed features, and should not be 
construed as further limiting the claimed invention in response to the cited reference. 
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[0006] Support for the claim amendments presented herein may be found at least at 
the following locations of the specification, as originally filed: Summary, paragraph 3: 
Fig. 3; Fig. 9; page 16-17; and pages 20-21. 



Substantive Matters 

Claim Rejections under § 101 

[0007] Claims 35-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101. Applicant respectfully 
traverses this rejection. Furthermore, in light of the amendments presented herein, 
Applicant respectfully submits that these claims comply with the patentability 
requirements of §101 and that the § 101 rejections should be withdrawn. 

[0008] In issuing the 101 rejection, the Board indicates that claims 35-42 each 
recite "computer-readable media" and that the specification states that the "computer- 
readable media may comprise... 'communications media'..." (Decision on Appeal, page 
15.) Claims 35-42 have each been amended to recite "computer storage media", rather 
than "computer-readable media". On page 14 of the specification, a distinction is made 
between "communications media" and "computer storage media" - each of which may be 
considered "computer readable media". Computer storage media is not described as 
including carrier waves or signals. Accordingly, Applicant submits that, as amended, 
claims 35-42 meet the patentability requirements of § 101 . 
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Claim Rejections under $ 102 

[0009] Claims 1-42 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102. In light of the 
amendments presented herein, Applicant submits that these rejections are moot. 
Accordingly, Applicant asks the Examiner to withdraw these rejections. 

[0010] Specifically, the Decision on Appeal addresses claims 1, 10, 16, and 35, as 
being representative of the other claims. On page 1 0 of the Decision, the Board states: 

- the claimed "alert" reads on any electronically transmitted, user-requested 
information; and 

• the claimed "alert sources" includes any source which can transmit information 
electronically 

[0011] Claim 1 has been amended to distinguish a centralized alert center from an 
alert source, to clarify that the centralized alert center is not directly associated with the 
alert source, to clarify that the alert source is configured to enable users to subscribe 
directly to the alert source; to clarify that the centralized alert center acts on the user 's 
behalf to subscribe to and receive alerts from an alert source for the user, and to clarify 
that the alert that is received on the user's behalf from the alert source is the same alert 
that is forwarded to the user. 

[0012] Applicant submits that dependent claims 2-15 are allowable at least by 
virtue of their dependence on claim 1. Furthermore, dependent claims 2-5 and 7-14 are 
amended to maintain consistent language with independent claim 1 , as amended. One or 
more of these claims may also be allowable for one or more other independent reasons. 
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[0013] For example, regarding claim 10, the Board states that, "Although 
Appellants' claim 10 requires a first and second delivery action, there is no requirement 
that the delivery actions be different from each other." (Decision, page 13.) 

[0014] Claim 10 has been amended herein to clarify that, "the second delivery 
method is not the same as the first delivery method." 

[0015] Independent claim 16 lias been amended similarly as claim L to clarify 
that: 

• each of the multiple alert sources is configured to enable users to 
subscribe to receive alerts directly from the alert source: and 

• the centralized alert delivery system is configured as an intermediary 
that enables a user to direct the centralized alert delivery system to 
subscribe to receive alerts directly from the multiple alert sources on 
behalf of the user, thereby enabling the user to receive alerts from the 
alert source without providing any user contact information to the alert 
source. 

[0016] Applicant submits that dependent claims 17-27 are allowable at least by 
virtue of their dependence on claim 16. Furthermore, dependent claims 18-22 and 24-26 
are amended to maintain consistent language with independent claim 16, as amended. 
One or more of these claims may also be allowable for one or more other independent 
reasons. 
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[° 017 I Claim 28 is amended herein to recite elements similar to those recited in 
claim 1 . Accordingly, Applicant submits that claim 28 is allowable for reasons similar to 
the reasons for which claim 1 is allowable. 

[0018] Applicant submits that dependent claims 29-34 are allowable at least by 
virtue of their dependence on claim 28. Furthermore, dependent claims 30 and 32-34 are 
amended to maintain consistent language with independent claim 28, as amended. One 
or more of these claims may also be allowable for one or more other independent reasons. 

[0019} Claim 35 has been amended to recite elements similar to those recited in 
claim 1. Applicant submits that claim 35 is therefore allowable for reasons similar to 
those given above with reference to claim 1 . 

[0020] Applicant submits that dependent claims 36-42 are allowable at least by 
virtue of their dependence on claim 35. Furthermore, dependent claims 36-42 are 
amended to maintain consistent language- with independent claim 35, as amended. One 
or more of these claims may also be allowable for one or more other independent reasons. 

Dependent Claims 

[0021] In addition to its own merits, each dependent claim is allowable for the 
same reasons that its base claim is allowable. Applicant requests that the Examiner 
withdraw the rejection of each dependent claim where its base claim is allowable. 
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Conclusion 



[0022] All pending claims are in condition for allowance. Applicant respectfully 
requests reconsideration and prompt issuance of the application. If any issues remain 
that prevent issuance of this application, the Examiner is urged to contact me before 
issuing a subsequent Action . Please call or email me or my assistant at your 
convenience. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Lee & Hayes, PLLC 
Representatives for Applicant 



Kayla D. Brant (Kayla@3eehayes.com; x242) 
Registration No. 46576 
Customer No. 22801 

Telephone: (509) 324-9256 
Facsimile: (509) 323-8979 
w ww.leehayes . com 
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